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DETAILED ACTION 

This is a First Action on the Merits. Claims 1-34 are pending 
and examined as set forth below. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1. The listing of references in the specification is not a 
proper information disclosure statement. 37 CFR 1.98(b) 
requires a list of all patents, publications, or other 
information submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP 
§ 609.04(a) states, "the list may not be incorporated into the 
specification but must be submitted in a separate paper." 
Therefore, unless the references have been cited by the examiner 
on form PTO-8 92, they have not been considered. 

See Page 2 of the Specification for listing of the prior 

art . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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Claims 1-4, 6, 7 , 9, 11, 13-16, 18, 20, 21, 23, 25-31, 33 

and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Boers (U.S. Patent No. 5,152,109). 

Claim 1 : Boers discloses a stage system adapted for towing 
by a vehicle (Figure 1) having a chassis (Figure 3, element 12) 
having a pair of wheels (14) , and a pair of spaced apart upper 
and lower decks (24, 30 respectively), the pair of decks 
defining a cargo space between, and at least one generally 
planar wing deck (20) coupled to the chassis and shif table from 
a first position to a second towing position and the towing 
position width is equal to the chassis width (Figure 6, 
generally) . 

Claim 16: Boers discloses a stage trailer with a chassis 
(12) with a pair of vertically spaced apart upper and lower 
decks (24, 30 respectively) and a hitch assembly (Figure 6, 
element 18), at least two wheels (Figure 3, element 14) and a 
pair of wing decks (20, 22) adjacent the upper deck and 
positionable to a towing position where the towing width 
dimension is equal to the chassis width. 

Claim 27: Boers discloses a tow vehicle (Paragraph 2, lines 
40, 41) and a trailer having a chassis (12) having wheels (14), 
a first deck (24) and means for receiving accessory items (space 
created when the apparatus is in the towing position) , a means 
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for coupling the trailer to the tow vehicie (18) , and a pair of 
wing decks (20, 22) shif table to a towing position where the 
width of the towing position is equal to the chassis width. 

Claim 2: the prior art has an accessory item (41). 

Claims 3, 18 and 33: the accessory item comprises stairs 

(41). 

Claim 4: the accessory item is stowable in the cargo space. 
Claims 6 and 20: the prior art comprises a plurality of 
closure panels (Figure 6, element 28, 38) . 
Claim 7: the chassis has a hitch (18). 

Claims 9 and 21: the chassis has a plurality of leveling 
jacks (Figure 1, element 114) . 

Claims 11 and 23: wing decks (28, 38) have support legs 
attached. 

Claims 13 and 25: the prior art has means for attaching at 
least one modular stage component to the system (116) . 

Claim 14: the stage has a second wing deck (22) coupled to 
the chassis and coplanar with the upper deck. 

Claims 15, 26 and 34: the surfaces are anti-slip as best 
interpreted by the Examiner in light of the Specification. 

Claim 28: the tow vehicle is a light truck (Column 2, lines 
40, 41) as best interpreted by the Examiner in light of the 
Specification. 
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Claim 29: the means for receiving the items is a second 
deck (30) below the first deck and defining a cargo space (when 
in the towing position) . 

Claim 30: the second deck (30) is anti-slip as interpreted 
by the Examiner in light of the Specification. 

Claim 31: the means to couple the trailer to the tow 
vehicle is a hitch (18) coupled to the chassis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained' though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Boers in view of Marcinkowski (U.S. 
Publication 2003/0140573) . 

Claim 5 and 19: Boers discloses the claimed invention 
except for the use of tie-down straps to help in securing cargo. 
Marcinkowski discloses the use of tie-down straps for securing 
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cargo. It would have been obvious at the time the invention was 
made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to use tie- 
down straps to secure cargo because it is well known in the art 
to use tie-down straps for securing cargo. 

Claims 8, 17 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Boers in view of Richards (U.S. Patent 
No. 3,708,200) . 

Claims 8, 17 and 32: Boers discloses the claimed invention 
except that the hitch has a first position projecting from the 
chassis and a second retracted position where the hitch is under 
the lower deck. Richards discloses a portable trailer (Figure 
6, element 10) and a hitch (61) that can retract under the lower 
portion (59, 60) . It would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to use the retractable hitch in Richards with the hitch in Boers 
to help hide the hitch when the trailer is in the open-stage 
position and to add to the aesthetics of the trailer when the 
stage is deployed by hiding the hitch. 

Claims 10 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Boers in view of Mertik (U.S. Patent No. 
6,393,769) . 
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Claims 10 and 22: Boers discloses the claimed invention 
except that the chassis has a plurality of leveling indicators 
to level the stage. Mertik discloses a portable stage with 
bubble level indicators (Figure ID, element 238) . It would have 
been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to use leveling indicators on 
the stage in Boers to insure that the stage is properly level 
and it is well known in the art to use these types of level 
indicators to properly level equipment. 

Claims 12 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as 
being unpatentable over Boers in view of Burton (U.S. Patent No. 
6,082,051) . 

Claims) 12 and 24: Boers discloses the claimed invention 
except that the legs are adjustable. Burton discloses a stage 
(Figure 1), with adjustable legs (72, 76). It would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to make the legs of the stage in Boers 
adjustable as the legs in Burton to properly accommodate various 
levels of terrain while maintaining a level stage. 



/ 
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Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Hanley (U.S. 
Patent No. 4,232,488), Hosterman et al . (U.S. Patent No. 
6,434,895) . 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to William 
V. Gilbert whose telephone number is 571.272.9055. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 08:00 to 17:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Naoko Slack can be 
reached on 571.272.6848. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 

(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 

(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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